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DETAILED ACTION 



The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Throughout 
the Abstract, the terms "means" and "said" should not be used. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the motion sensor of 
claim 7 and the remote control of claim 9 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from 
the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 



Application/Control Number: 10/530,698 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3676 

the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claims 1-9 are objected to because of the following informalities: In claim 1 , line 
8, there is no antecedent basis for "the seat support". It is also not clear whether a seat 
support and a bicycle are being positively claimed, or only inferentially claimed. In claim 
3, line 2, "and/or" is not clear. In claim 3, line 3, there is no antecedent basis for "the 
end slit". In claim 3, line 3, there is no antecedent basis for "the thread of the tube". In 
claim 3, lines 3-4, "the tube of the housing" is not clear in view of "and/or" in claim 3, line 
2. Claim 4 is not clear whether multiple tubes are being claimed, or if only a functional 
recitation is being set forth. In claim 8, there is no antecedent basis for "the alarm" or 
for "the mobile telephone", nor is it clear if these elements are being positively or 
inferentially claimed. In claim 8, line 4, "and/or" is not clear. Claim 9 is also not clear 
whether a remote control is being positively claimed, or not. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

In view of the above claim objections, the claims are rejected as best 
understood, on prior art, as follows. The claims are currently assumed to not be 
positively claiming a seat support or a bicycle. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Halter (464). 

Halter teaches a lock capable of being mounted on a seat support of a bicycle, including 
a housing 20 having a spring-loaded 160 drum 90 having a cable/rope with first 230 and 
second 240 lock parts, an opening 40 for receiving the cable, a cylindrical opening 
which is centrally arranged, and either the seat support (which is not being positively 
claimed) functions as a fastener, and also wherein there inherently exits some type of 
fastener between the housing 20 and the seat support. The support 210 may also be 
regarded as a tube. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Halter in view of Lee (365). 

Lee teaches that it is well known in the bicycle lock support art to provide a tube 2 with a 
support 1, including a nut which cooperates with a slit 14 of a thread 13. It would have 
been obvious to provide a tube and a nut which cooperates with a slit of a thread for 
attaching the housing of Halter to the seat support, in view of the teaching of Lee, the 
motivation being to protect the seat support with the tube, and to provide a strong 
connection between the housing of Halter and the seat support. 
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Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Halter in view of Dalaba et al (188). 

Dalaba teaches that it is well known to provide an alarm with cable of a bicycle, as well 
as a reflector 32A, 32B, 43. It would have been obvious to provide an alarm and a 
reflector with the bicycle lock of Halter, in view of the teaching of Dalaba et al, the 
motivation being to optimize the security of the bicycle lock. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Halter in 
view of Dalaba et al as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Howell et al. 
Howell teaches that it is well known to provide a motion sensor (see the Abstract) with 
an alarm. It would have been obvious to provide a motion sensor with the alarm of 
Halter as modified by Dalaba et al, in view of the teaching of Howell et al, to optimize 
the security of the bicycle lock. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Halter in 
view of Dalaba et al as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Carter. 
As seen in figure 1 and the Abstract, carter teaches that it is well known to provide a 
transmitter 71 and a telephone with an alarm (hostile signal indication in the Abstract). 
It would have been obvious to provide a transmitter and a telephone service with the 
alarm of Halter as modified by Dalaba et al, in view of the teaching of Carter, the 
motivation being to optimize the security of the bicycle lock. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Halter in 
view of Dalaba et al and Carlo et al. 
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Dalaba teaches a key lock 16, 27 used with a bicycle cable lock. Carlo et al teaches 
that it is well known to also use a remote control with a key lock (see Abstract). It would 
have been obvious to substitute a key lock and remote control for the combination lock 
of Halter, in view of the teaching of Dalaba et al and Carlo et al, since key and 
combination locks are well known to be interchangeable, and the motivation being to 
prevent the potential loss of the proper unlocking combination of Halter. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lloyd A. Gall whose telephone number is 571-272-7056. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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